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of occasions that they will not allow them to
be reopened at this next round of talks. Appar-
ently, some Members in this House feel this is
enough assurance, but I speak today on be-
half of the almost 200 cosponsors of this reso-
lution who know the Congress must vocalize
their support for the Administration’s stated
approach. We must show our trading partners
that we wholeheartedly support and endorse
our negotiators and their position at the Se-
attle Ministerial.

On a number of occasions, I have heard
people state their concern that there is a
growing protectionist tide in the U.S. and
around the world. There are even those out
there who believe this resolution will help fuel
this tide, but nothing could be farther from the
truth. Free trade must be synonymous with fair
trade, and our antidumping and countervailing
duty laws target only illegal imports, not those
that are fairly traded. If you really want to see
a growing protectionist tide in this country, go
down the road of weakening our fair trade
laws and just watch what happens. Weak-
ening these laws will lead to a flood of illegal
imports like we have never seen, and the re-
sult will be scores of American companies out
of business and innumerable American work-
ers without jobs. We will then see an unprece-
dented discontent with foreign manufacturers
and, in no time, a movement toward closing
our doors to foreign imports, fair and unfair
alike. If you’re looking for a recipe for protec-
tionism, weakening our existing trade laws is
the quick and easy way to get there.

Nothing good can come out of reopening
the antidumping and countervailing duty rules,
yet there is a very real possibility that it could
happen. There is a Constitutional responsibility
for Congress to join with the Administration in
a unified approach and let it be known that we
will not sit idly by and watch our fair trade
laws be bargained away. Supporting this reso-
lution is a way for us to say that we believe
American farmers and manufacturers deserve
to be on an equal footing with their counter-
parts around the world.

I mentioned earlier that these trade laws are
the backbone of America’s open-market pol-
icy. Well, it is now time for this Congress and
the Administration to show that they have a
backbone when it comes to negotiating the fu-
ture for all Americans. I urge my colleagues to
stand with me today in support of the Maintain
United States Trade Law Resolution.

f

WTO MINISTERIAL MEETING IN
SEATTLE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. REGULA) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to express concerns about the
upcoming World Trade Organization
ministerial meeting which will be
hosted by the United States in Seattle,
Washington, from November 30 until
December 3.

The purpose of this meeting is to pre-
pare an agenda for a new round of mul-
tilateral trade negotiations aimed at
expanding and liberalizing world trade
in the wake of the Uruguay Round of
negotiations which ended in 1994.

As Chairman of the Congressional
Steel Caucus, I recently convened two

days of briefings by U.S. steel industry
executives and the President of the
Steelworkers of America. In addition
to discussing the continued threat of
low-priced imports, the industry and
steelworker representatives also pro-
vided the caucus with advice on what
should and should not be included in
the agenda which is being drafted in
Seattle.

There is general support for this new
round of negotiations because liberal-
ized trade has a great potential benefit
for the U.S. economy as long as that
liberalized trade is fair, and I empha-
size the word ‘‘fair,’’ is rules-based and
is market economy based. The caucus
heard that any future negotiations
under the auspices of the World Trade
Organization must in no way weaken
U.S. trade laws, particularly our anti-
dumping and countervailing duty laws.
These laws provide essential remedies
against unfair foreign imports.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that we
have been repeatedly assured by Am-
bassador Barshefsky, Secretary Daley
and other administration officials that
antidumping and countervailing duty
statutes will not be reopened in Seattle
or in any new round of negotiations to
follow. But we have also heard repeat-
edly from several of our trading part-
ners that they will seek to reopen dis-
cussions on these laws.

My particular concern arises from an
addendum to the WTO General Council
Chairman Mchumo’s draft Ministerial
Declaration for the Seattle meeting
which he drafted ‘‘on his own responsi-
bility.’’ The proposals in this adden-
dum would seriously weaken the U.S.
antidumping and countervailing duty
laws as they stand today. Although
this addendum is not official, it indi-
cates that there will be substantial
pressure on the U.S. delegation to in-
clude discussions of changes to the
antidumping and countervailing duty
laws in the new round of negotiations.

The proposed changes would allow
the dumping of goods into the United
States and would allow goods to be
subsidized by foreign governments.
These changes in turn would jeopardize
United States jobs. I will mention just
a few of the 24 changes that have been
proposed in the Mchumo addendum.

One, once an antidumping investiga-
tion under U.S. law is concluded, no
new petition involving the same prod-
uct could be initiated for at least a
year. This means dumping of that prod-
uct could resume and continue for a
year before any remedy could be pur-
sued.

Two, if a penalty duty lower than the
calculated margin of dumping were
thought to be sufficient to reduce the
injury, then that lower duty would be
mandatory, even if dumping continues.

Three, countervailing duties would
be imposed not in the full amount but
only in the amount by which the sub-
sidy exceeds the applicable de minimis
level.

Four, developing countries would
suddenly be exempted altogether from

the present prohibition on export sub-
sidies and import substitution sub-
sidies.

Mr. Speaker, these proposed changes
sound technical, but they would have a
dramatic impact on U.S. jobs in the
manufacturing sector and in other im-
portant sensitive sectors. These
changes would mean job losses for
many Americans and, therefore, these
changes must be resisted.

I support the Visclosky-Ney resolu-
tion stating that the antidumping and
antisubsidies code of the WTO should
not be reopened in Seattle. I will be
part of a delegation travelling to Se-
attle in November as part of the Speak-
er’s advisory group on the WTO min-
isterial. A strong vote in the House and
participation by Members in the dele-
gation to Seattle will be essential in
backing up, and I say that supporting,
the administration’s position that the
U.S. antidumping and countervailing
duty laws should not be weakened in
any way during the upcoming multilat-
eral trade negotiations.

f

MUST LAW RESOLUTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. DOYLE) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, I am rising
here this morning to speak about this
very important bill known as the Main-
tain United States Trade (MUST) Law.
First, allow me to thank my colleagues
and friends, the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. VISCLOSKY) and the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. NEY) for their work on
this issue and for organizing this morn-
ing hour today.

I am just one of nearly 200 cosponsors
of the MUST law resolution that has
drawn its support from both sides of
the aisle. There is a reason for that, of
course. Quite simply, this issue does
not fall along partisan lines. It is no
surprise that there are many Demo-
crats and many Republicans that to-
gether have recognized the necessity of
maintaining our antidumping laws and
countervailing duty laws.

It is no surprise because these laws
are a concern for all of us, affect all of
us, and protect a wide range of prod-
ucts that come from all corners of our
great country.

According to the U.S. International
Trade Association, as of March 1 of this
year, over 290 products from 59 dif-
ferent countries were under anti-
dumping and countervailing duty or-
ders. Throughout our ongoing steel cri-
sis, antidumping and countervailing
duty laws have represented one of the
only means of relief for American
steelworkers and the American steel
industry.

My constituents in Pennsylvania and
other American producers throughout
the country recognize that these laws
are important protections affecting
countless products throughout the

VerDate 12-OCT-99 23:58 Oct 19, 1999 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00003 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A19OC7.002 pfrm02 PsN: H19PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH10184 October 19, 1999
United States. It is imperative that the
administration uphold these important
trade laws at the upcoming WTO Se-
attle Round. It is this conference that
will launch a new round of trade nego-
tiations. It is said that these talks will
focus on reshaping WTO rules regard-
ing agriculture, services and intellec-
tual property. However, the concern of
those of us here this morning is that
other issues may surface on the agen-
da.

Mr. Speaker, it is becoming clear
that a number of foreign countries are
seeking to expand the agenda allowing
for debate on WTO’s antidumping and
countervailing duty laws. This effort
must be stopped. This is why the
MUST law is so important, because its
passage will allow the administration
to attend the Seattle negotiations with
a unified statement from the Congress
declaring that the United States must
not agree to reopen negotiations on
any of these antidumping and counter-
vailing duty laws.

The MUST law resolution will call
upon the President to not participate
in any international negotiation in
which antidumping rules are a part of
the negotiation agenda. Further, it will
insist that he refrain from submitting
for congressional approval any agree-
ments that require changes to the cur-
rent antidumping and countervailing
duty laws and enforcement policies of
the United States, and that our govern-
ment must vigorously enforce these
laws in all pending and future cases.
This is the type of direction that we
must insist upon.

Mr. Speaker, I represent a district
from western Pennsylvania. It is the
heart of steel country. In fact, I was
born and raised there, so believe me I
know that area pretty well. Because of
that, I have been very involved in at-
tempting to mitigate our ongoing steel
crisis, and I am sure some people might
see me speaking here this morning and
think that this is just another steel
issue again. Nothing could be further
from the truth though. This is not just
about steel. Instead, as I stated earlier
in my remarks, it is about all Amer-
ican industry production and workers.

It could be agricultural products
ranging from raspberries to rice to
chilled Atlantic salmon, or industrial
products like dry-cleaning machinery,
brake rotors, or roofing nails, manufac-
turing materials such as silicon metal
or uranium, or even electronic prod-
ucts like color television receivers or
cellular telephones. All of these prod-
ucts and hundreds more are protected
by the antidumping and countervailing
duty laws.

This is why we need everyone to join
with us and insist that our administra-
tion hold firm on this issue when those
talks kick off in Seattle.

We have an obligation to protect our
American workers and producers from
unfair foreign trade practices. It is an
old line but it still rings true: We can
have free trade, but only if it is fair
trade. For these reasons, Mr. Speaker,

I add my voice to urging the House
leadership to bring the MUST law reso-
lution to the floor as soon as possible.

f

H. RES. 298: A VALUABLE TOOL TO
PROTECT AMERICAN WORKERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. ADERHOLT) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 2 min-
utes.

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, I and
over 200 of my colleagues are cospon-
sors of House Resolution 298. The Se-
attle discussions on international trade
will begin on November 30. Unfortu-
nately, some nations wish to cir-
cumvent the agreed upon list of topics
and reopen the very contentious issue
of World Trade Organization rules
against dumping and against subsidies.

In the U.S. we already make our
workers compete against foreign work-
ers whose governments do not enforce
the same standards on wages, on envi-
ronmental protection, safety laws, and
legal protections. Furthermore, we
have flung open the doors of the Amer-
ican market. Let us not kid ourselves.
Foreign governments will respect the
U.S. worker only to the extent that the
U.S. Government forces them to.

In these trade talks there is nothing
left to give away except competitive,
productive American jobs and that is
unacceptable. Some in this body would
define free trade by actions that
amount to unilateral economic disar-
mament. Yet I would point out that
every Member of Congress whose State
benefits from a manufacturing plant
built by a foreign company and em-
ploying U.S. workers owes a debt to
President Ronald Reagan who knew
how to get tough on trade when nec-
essary.

If a foreign trade negotiator in Se-
attle proposes weakening U.S. laws,
our administration officials need to say
we will discuss nothing until they put
that proposal back in their folder.

The passage of this resolution will be
a valuable tool for the administration
to protect American workers at these
talks. I urge the House leadership to
put H. Res. 298 on the schedule as soon
as possible.

f

IN SUPPORT OF H. RES. 298, THE
‘‘MUST’’ LAW

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. MASCARA) is recog-
nized during morning hour debates for
4 minutes.

Mr. MASCARA. Mr. Speaker, in No-
vember, representatives from across
the global arrive in Seattle to nego-
tiate changes in the international
trade agreements of the World Trade
Organization, the WTO.

Trade has worked well for our coun-
try. We sell 30 percent of our agricul-
tural products to foreign trading part-

ners. In fact in Pennsylvania, my home
State, $16 billion of farm products are
exported annually.

Our country relies on its ability to
trade. And while I generally support
free trade, I also insist upon fair trade.
If other countries can produce products
cheaper than we can without abusing
its workers and without breaking
international trade laws, so be it. They
have every right to access our markets.
But a successful global economy de-
pends upon a level playing field. Every-
one must play by the same rules: Rules
against illegal subsidies, rules against
illegal dumping, and rules against dis-
crimination.

Unfortunately, there have been a
number of recent trade violations that
our country has had to respond to.
They include illegal steel dumping,
bans on U.S. beef and bananas and
other products. Our airlines and avia-
tion manufacturers have been discrimi-
nated against and the Congress con-
tinues to deal with these inequities and
justifiably so. Fortunately, we can re-
spond to these violations because we
have strong American antidumping and
antisubsidy laws. These laws conform
to the WTO laws and provide our only
means to fight this illegal trade. They
are our trading Bill of Rights. Without
them we would be defenseless.

Yet, the WTO agenda in Seattle in-
cludes an item that might strip away
these very rights. That is, denying our
ability to deal with these illegal trade
activities.

Mr. Speaker for this reason, the
House must bring House Resolution 298
to the floor. We must let the world
know that we will not stand for foreign
interference with our trade laws. Our
country is the bedrock of global trade.
We should not permit our trading part-
ners to strip away our rights to free
trade. We must insist that the WTO
provide language that protects us
against unfair trade and illegal dump-
ing.

Mr. Speaker, I support the Visclosky-
Ney resolution, House Resolution 298.

f

THE COUP IN PAKISTAN AND THE
IMPORTANCE OF MAINTAINING
THE PRESSLER AMENDMENT
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 3 min-
utes.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day I introduced legislation to prevent
the administration from waiving the
Pressler amendment, a provision of law
which prohibits U.S. military assist-
ance to Pakistan. I would like to take
this opportunity to urge my colleagues
to join me in this initiative. While I
have offered this legislation as a free-
standing bill, I am also looking into
other legislative vehicles that my pro-
posal could be attached to.

Mr. Speaker, the fiscal year 2000 De-
fense Appropriations Conference Re-
port approved by the House last week
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